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Art Unit: 3621 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103 which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that 
the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the 
time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which 
the invention was made. 

Subject matter developed by another person, which qualifies 
as prior art only under subsection (f) or (g) of section 102 
of this title, shall not preclude patentability under this 
section where the subject matter and the claimed invention 
were, at the time the invention was made, owned by the same 
person or subject to an obligation of assignment to the same 
person. 



2. Claims 1-59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over French et al (6321339) in view of Orenshteyn 
(5889942) . 

Regarding claim 1, French et al (See abstract, 
Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 

3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a computer method 
for storing data concerning a consumer that can be accessed by a 
consumer including authentication of a user by means of a network 
substantially as claimed. The differences between the above and 
the claimed invention is the use of an temporary authorization. 
It is noted that it is believed that informat ion that cbh b6 
accessed, retrieved and altered by the consumer is a settled 
matter of federal statute governing credit report agencies such 
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as Equifax and is functionally equivalent to the claimed 
limitations. Note that this is a statement of possibility and not 
a positive limitation. Nonetheless, the cited prior art does 
show a consumer changing data. Orenshteyn (See Fig. 3B, element 
100) show the temporary authorization by a client. Note also that 
credit access statutes allow consumers to opt out of data sharing 
arrangements. Again the access will be granted is a statement of 
possibility and not a positive limitation and therefore given 
little patentable weight. Given sufficient resources anything is 
possible. It would have been obvious to the person having 
ordinary skill in this art to provide a similar arrangement for 
French et al because the primary item of evidence contemplates 
different levels of access that are conventional functional 
equivalents with respect to the claim limitations. Regarding 
instruction limitations of claim 2, French et al (See abstract. 
Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 
3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a computer method 
for storing data concerning a consumer that can be accessed by a 
consumer including authentication of a user which is entirely 
based on executable software which is a functional equivalent of 
the claim limitations. Regarding attribute limitations of claim 
3, French et al (See abstract, Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, 
and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5- 
15) discloses a computer method for storing data concerning a 
consumer that can be accessed by a consumer including 
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authentication of a user which is entirely based on executable 
software which is a functional equivalent of the claim 
limitations. Regarding filter limitations of claim 4, French et 
al (See abstract, Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, 
lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a 
computer method for storing data concerning a consumer that can 
be accessed by a consumer including authentication of a user 
which is filter by verifying filters such as Choicepoint which is 
a functional equivalent of the claim limitations. Regarding 
temporary authorization limitations of claim 5, Orenshteyn (See 
Fig. 3B, element 100) show the temporary authorization by a 
client, which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations 
because the authorizations may be employed in any standard 
network delivery manner. Regarding temporary authorization 
limitations of claim 6, Orenshteyn (See Fig. 3B, element 100) 
show the temporary authorization by a client, which is a 
functional equivalent of the claim limitations because the 
authorizations may be employed in any standard network delivery 
manner. Regarding instruction limitations of claim 7, French et 
al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col, 2, 
lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a 
computer method for storing data concerning a consumer that can 
be accessed by a consumer including authentication of a user 
which is entirely based on executable software which is a 
functional equivalent of the claim limitations. Regarding 
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temporary authorization limitations of claim 8, Orenshteyn (See 
Fig. 3B, element 100) show the temporary authorization by a 
client, which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations 
because the authorizations may be employed in any standard 
network delivery manner. Regarding temporary authorization 
limitations of claim 9, Orenshteyn (See Fig. 3B, element 100) 
show the temporary authorization by a client, which is a 
functional equivalent of the claim limitations because the 
authorizations may be employed in any standard network delivery 
manner. Regarding temporary authorization limitations of claim 
10, Orenshteyn (See Fig. 3B, element 100) show the temporary 
authorization by a client, which is a functional equivalent of 
the claim limitations because the authorizations may be employed 
in any standard network delivery manner. Regarding instruction 
limitations of claim 11, French et al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 
6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 
1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a computer method for 
storing data concerning a consumer that can be accessed by a 
consumer including authentication of a user which is entirely 
based on software data structures which is a functional 
equivalent of the claim limitations. Regarding claim 12, French 
et al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 
2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) 
discloses a computer method for storing data concerning a 
consumer that can be accessed by a consumer including 
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authentication of a user by means of a network substantially as 
claimed. The differences between the above and the claimed 
invention is the use of an temporary authorization. It is noted 
that it is believed that information that can be accessed, 
retrieved and altered by the consumer is a settled matter of 
federal statute governing credit report agencies such as Equifax 
and is functionally equivalent to the claimed limitations. Note 
that this is a statement of possibility and not a positive 
limitation. Nonetheless, the cited prior art does show a 
consumer changing data. Orenshteyn (See Fig. 3B, element 100) 
show the temporary authorization by a client. Note also that 
credit access statutes allow consumers to opt out of data sharing 
arrangements. Again the access will be granted is a statement of 
possibility and not a positive limitation and therefore given 
little patentable weight. Given sufficient resources anything is 
possible. It would have been obvious to the person having 
ordinary skill in this art to provide a similar arrangement for 
French et al because the primary item of evidence contemplates 
different levels of access that are conventional functional 
equivalents with respect to the claim limitations. Regarding 
instruction limitations of claim 13, French et al (See abstract, 
Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 
3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a computer method 
for storing data concerning a consumer that can be accessed by a 
consumer including authentication of a user which is entirely 
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based on executable software which is a functional equivalent of 
the claim limitations. Regarding attribute limitations of claim 
14, French et al (See abstract, Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, 
and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5- 
15) discloses a computer method for storing data concerning a 
consumer that can be accessed by a consumer including 
authentication of a user which is entirely based on executable 
software which is a functional equivalent of the claim 
limitations. Regarding filter limitations of claim 15, French et 
al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, 
lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a 
computer method for storing data concerning a consumer that can 
be accessed by a consumer including authentication of a user 
which is filter by verifying filters such as Choicepoint which is 
a functional equivalent of the claim limitations. Regarding 
temporary authorization limitations of claim 16, Orenshteyn (See 
Fig, 3B, element 100) show the temporary authorization by a 
client, which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations 
because the authorizations may be employed in any standard 
network delivery manner. Regarding temporary authorization 
limitations of claim 17, Orenshteyn (See Fig. 3B, element 100) 
show the temporary authorization by a client, which is a 
functional equivalent of the claim limitations because the 
authorizations may be employed in any standard network delivery 
manner. Regarding instruction limitations of claim 18, French et 
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al (See abstract, Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, 
lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a 
computer method for storing data concerning a consumer that can 
be accessed by a consumer including authentication of a user 
which is entirely based on executable software which is a 
functional equivalent of the claim limitations. Regarding 
temporary authorization limitations of claim 19, Orenshteyn (See 
Fig. 3B, element 100) show the temporary authorization by a 
client, which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations 
because the authorizations may be employed in any standard 
network delivery manner. Regarding temporary authorization 
limitations of claim 20, Orenshteyn (See Fig. 3B, element 100) 
show the temporary authorization by a client, which is a 
functional equivalent of the claim limitations because the 
authorizations may be employed in any standard network delivery 
manner. Regarding temporary authorization limitations of claim 
21, Orenshteyn (See Fig. 3B, element 100) show the temporary 
authorization by a client, which is a functional equivalent of 
the claim limitations because the authorizations may be employed 
in any standard network delivery manner. Regarding instruction 
limitations of claim 22, French et al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 
6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 
1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a computer method for 
storing data concerning a consumer that can be accessed by a 
consumer including authentication of a user which is entirely 
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based on software data structures which is a functional 
equivalent of the claim limitations. Regarding claim 23, French 
et al (See abstract, Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 
2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) 
discloses a computer method for storing data concerning a 
consumer that can be accessed by a consumer including 
authentication of a user by means of a network substantially as 
claimed. The differences between the above and the claimed 
invention is the use of an, temporary authorization. It is noted 
that it is believed that information that can be accessed, 
retrieved and altered by the consumer is a settled matter of 
federal statute governing credit report agencies such as Equifax 
and is functionally equivalent to the claimed limitations. Note 
that this is a statement of possibility and not a positive 
limitation. Nonetheless, the cited prior art does show a 
consumer changing data. Orenshteyn (See Fig. 3B, element 100) 
show the temporary authorization by a client, the authorizations 
may be employed in any standard network delivery manner. Note 
also that credit access statutes allow consumers to opt out of 
data sharing arrangements. Again the access will be granted is a 
statement of possibility and not a positive limitation and 
therefore given little patentable weight. Given sufficient 
resources anything is possible- It would have been obvious to the 
person having ordinary skill in this art to provide a similar 
arrangement for French et al because the primary item of evidence 
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contemplates different levels of access that are conventional 
functional equivalents with respect to the claim limitations. 
Regarding instruction limitations of claim 24, French et al (See 
abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, lines 
30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a 
computer method for storing data concerning a consumer that can 
be accessed by a consumer including authentication of a user 
which is entirely based on executable software which is a 
functional equivalent of the claim limitations. Regarding 
attribute limitations of claim 25, French et al (See abstract. 
Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 
3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a computer method 
for storing data concerning a consumer that can be accessed by a 
consumer including authentication of a user which is entirely 
based on executable software which is a functional equivalent of 
the claim limitations. Regarding filter limitations of claim 26, 
French et al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 
45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) 
discloses a computer method for storing data concerning a 
consumer that can be accessed by a consumer including 
authentication of a user which is filter by verifying filters 
such as Choicepoint which is a functional equivalent of the claim 
limitations. Regarding instruction limitations of claim 27, 
French et al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 
45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) 
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discloses a computer method for storing data concerning a 
consumer that can be accessed by a consumer including 
authentication of a user which is entirely based on software data 
structures which is a functional equivalent of the claim 
limitations. Regarding server limitations of claim 28, French et 
al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, 
lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a 
computer method for storing data concerning a consumer that can 
be accessed by a consumer including authentication of a user 
which is entirely based on software server applications which is 
a functional equivalent of the claim limitations. Regarding 
protocol limitations of claim 22, French et al (See abstract. 
Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 
3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a computer method 
for storing data concerning a consumer that can be accessed by a 
consumer including authentication of a user which is entirely 
based on software protocol which is a functional equivalent of 
the claim limitations. Regarding claim 30, French et al (See 
abstract, Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, lines 
30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a 
computer means for storing data concerning a consumer that can 
be accessed by a consumer including authentication of a user by 
means of a network substantially as claimed. The differences 
between the above and the claimed invention is the use of an 
temporary authorization. It is noted that it is believed that 
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information that can be accessed , retrieved and altered by the 
consumer is a settled matter of federal statute governing credit 
report agencies such as Equifax and is functionally equivalent to 
the claimed limitations- Note that this is a statement of 
possibility and not a positive limitation. Nonetheless, the 
cited prior art does show a consumer changing data. Orenshteyn 
(See Fig. 3B, element 100) show the temporary authorization by a 
client. Note also that credit access statutes allow consumers to 
opt out of data sharing arrangements. Again the access will be 
granted is a statement of possibility and not a positive 
limitation and therefore given little patentable weight. Given 
sufficient resources anything is possible. It would have been 
obvious to the person having ordinary skill in this art to 
provide a similar arrangement for French et al because the 
primary item of evidence contemplates different levels of access 
that are conventional functional equivalents with respect to the 
claim limitations. Regarding attribute limitations of claim 31, 
French et al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 
45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) 
discloses a computer method for storing data concerning a 
consumer that can be accessed by a consumer including 
authentication of a user which is entirely based on executable 
software which is a functional .equivalent of the claim 
limitations. Regarding filter limitations of claim 32, French et 
al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, 
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lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a 
computer method for storing data concerning a consumer that can 
be accessed by a consumer including authentication of a user 
which is filter by verifying filters such as Choicepoint which is 
a functional equivalent of the claim limitations. Regarding 
temporary authorization limitations of claim 33, Orenshteyn (See 
Fig. 3B, element 100) show the temporary authorization by a 
client, which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations 
because the authorizations may be employed in any standard 
network delivery manner. Regarding temporary authorization 
limitations of claim 34, Orenshteyn (See Fig. 3B, element 100) 
show the temporary authorization by a client, which is a 
functional equivalent of the claim limitations because the 
authorizations may be employed in any standard network delivery 
manner. Regarding instruction limitations of claim 35, French et 
al (See abstract, Figs. 1-2, 6, 12,- 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, 
lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a 
computer. method for storing data concerning a consumer that can 
be accessed by a consumer including authentication of a user 
which is entirely based on executable software which is a 
functional equivalent of the claim limitations. Regarding 
temporary authorization limitations of claim 36, Orenshteyn (See 
Fig. 3B, element 100) show the temporary authorization by a 
client, which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations 
because the authorizations may be employed in any standard 
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network delivery manner. Regarding temporary authorization 
limitations of claim 37, Orenshteyn (See Fig. 3B, element 100) 
show the temporary authorization by a client, which is a 
functional equivalent of the claim limitations because the 
authorizations may be employed in any standard network delivery 
manner. Regarding instruction limitations of claim 38, French et 
al (See abstract,. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2 
lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses 
computer method for storing data concerning a consumer that can 
be accessed by a consumer including authentication of a user 
which is entirely based on software data structures which is a 
functional equivalent of the claim limitations. Regarding claim 
39, French et al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, 
and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5 
15) discloses a computer network method for storing data 
concerning a consumer that can be accessed by a consumer 
including authentication of a user by means of a network 
substantially as claimed. The differences between the above and 
the claimed invention is the use of a finite authorization. It 
is noted that it is believed that informat ion that can be 
accessed, retrieved and altered by the consumer is a settled 
matter of federal statute governing credit report agencies that 
have a multiplicity of customers such as Equifax and is 
functionally equivalent to the claimed limitations. Note that 
this is a statement of possibility and not a positive limitation 
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Nonetheless, the cited prior art does show a consumer changing 
data. Orenshteyn (See Fig. 3B, element 100) show the temporary 
authorization by a client. Note also that credit access statutes 
allow consumers to opt out of data sharing arrangements. Again 
the access will be granted is a statement of possibility and not 
a positive limitation and therefore given little patentable 
weight. Given sufficient resources anything is possible. It 
would have been obvious to the person having ordinary skill in 
this art to provide a similar arrangement for French et al 
because the primary item of evidence contemplates different 
levels of access that are conventional functional equivalents 
with respect to the claim limitations. Regarding time limited 
authorization limitations of claim 40, Orenshteyn (See Fig. 3B, 
element 100) show the temporary authorization by a client, which 
is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations because the 
authorizations may be employed in any standard network delivery 
manner. Regarding time limited authorization limitations of 
claim 41, Orenshteyn (See Fig. 3B, element 100) show the 
temporary authorization by a client, which is a functional 
equivalent of the claim limitations. Regarding access limitations 
of claim 42, French et al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 
15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 
21, lines 5-15) discloses a computer method for storing data 
concerning a consumer that can be accessed by a consumer 
including authentication of a user which has multiple levels of 
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access which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations. 
Regarding access limitations of claim 43, French et al (See 
abstract, Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, lines 
30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a 
computer method for storing data concerning a consumer that can 
be accessed by a consumer including authentication of a user 
which has multiple levels of access which is a functional 
equivalent of the claim limitations. Regarding access limitations 
of claim 44, French et al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 
15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 
21, lines 5-15) discloses a computer method for storing data 
concerning a consumer that can be accessed by a consumer 
including authentication of a user which has multiple levels of 
access which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations 
because the authorizations may be employed in any standard 
network delivery manner. Regarding access limitations of claim 
45, French et al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, 
and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5- 
15) discloses a computer method for storing data concerning a 
consumer that can be accessed by a consumer including 
authentication of a user which has multiple levels of access 
which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations because 
the authorizations may be employed in any standard network 
delivery manner. Regarding access limitations of claim 46, French 
et al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 
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2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) 
discloses a computer method for storing data concerning a 
consumer that can be accessed by a consumer including 
authentication of a user which has multiple levels of access 
which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations because 
the authorizations may be employed in any standard network 
delivery manner. Regarding access limitations of claim 47, French 
et al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 

2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) 
discloses a computer method for storing data concerning a 
consumer that can be accessed by a consumer including 
authentication of a user which has multiple levels of access 
which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations because 
the authorizations may be employed in any standard network 
delivery manner. Regarding claim 48, French et al (See abstract. 
Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 

3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a computer network 
means for storing data concerning a consumer that can be accessed 
by a consumer including authentication of a user by means of a 
network substantially as claimed. The differences between the 
above and the claimed invention is the use of a finite 
authorization. It is noted that it is believed that information 
that can be accessed, retrieved and altered by the consumer is a 
settled matter of federal statute governing credit report 
agencies that have a multiplicity of customers such as Equifax 
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and is functionally equivalent to the claimed limitations. Note 
that this is a statement of possibility and not a positive 
limitation. Nonetheless, the cited prior art does show a 
consumer changing data. Orenshteyn (See Fig. 3B, element 100) 
show the temporary authorization by a client. Note also that 
credit access statutes allow consumers to opt out of data sharing 
arrangements. Again the access will be granted is a statement of 
possibility and not a positive limitation and therefore given 
little patentable weight. Given sufficient resources anything is 
possible. It would have been obvious to the person having 
ordinary skill in this art to provide a similar arrangement for 
French et al because the primary item of evidence contemplates 
different levels of access that are conventional functional 
equivalents with respect to the claim limitations. Regarding time 
limited authorization limitations of claim 49, Orenshteyn (See 
Fig. 3B, element 100) show the temporary authorization by a 
client, which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations 
because the authorizations may be employed in any standard 
network delivery manner. Regarding time limited authorization 
limitations of claim 50, Orenshteyn (See Fig, 3B, element 100) 
show the temporary authorization by a client, which is a 
functional equivalent of the claim limitations. Regarding access 
limitations of claim 51, French et al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 
6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 
1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a computer method for 
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storing data concerning a consumer that can be accessed by a 
consumer including authentication of a user which has multiple 
levels of access which is a functional equivalent of the claim 
limitations. Regarding access limitations of claim 52, French et 
al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, 
lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a 
computer method for storing data concerning a consumer that can 
be accessed by a consumer including authentication of a user 
which has multiple levels of access which is a functional 
equivalent of the claim limitations. Regarding access limitations 
of claim 53, French et al {See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 
15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 
21, lines 5-15) discloses a computer method , for storing data 
concerning a consumer that can be accessed by a consumer 
including authentication of a user which has multiple levels of 
access which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations 
because the authorizations may be employed in any standard 
network delivery manner. Regarding access limitations of claim 
54, French et al (See abstract, Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, 
and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5- 
15) discloses a computer method for storing data concerning a 
consumer that can be accessed by a consumer including 
authentication of a user which has multiple levels of access 
which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations because 
the authorizations may be employed in any standard network 
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delivery manner. Regarding access limitations of claim 55, French 
et al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 
2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) 
discloses a computer method for storing data concerning a 
consumer that can be accessed by a consumer including 
authentication of a user which has multiple levels of access 
which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations because 
the authorizations may be employed in any standard network 
delivery manner. Regarding access limitations of claim 56, French 
et al (See abstract, Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 

2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) 
discloses a computer method for storing data concerning a 
consumer that can be accessed by a consumer including 
authentication of a user which has multiple levels of access 
which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations because 
the authorizations may be employed in any standard network 
delivery manner. Regarding claim 57, French et al (See abstract. 
Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 

3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, lines 5-15) discloses a computer network 
method for storing data concerning a consumer that can be 
accessed by a consumer including authentication of a user by 
means of a network substantially as claimed. The differences 
between the above and the claimed invention is the use of a 
tickets. It is noted that it is believed that information that 
ceui be accessed, retrieved and altered by the consumer is a 



Serial Number: 10/007,785 21 
Art Unit: 3621 

settled matter of federal statute governing credit report 
agencies that have a multiplicity of customers such as Equifax 
which purchase time limited subscriptions for service and is 
functionally equivalent to the claimed limitations. Note that 
this is a statement of possibility and not a positive limitation. 
Nonetheless, the cited prior art: does show a consumer changing 
data. Orenshteyn (See Fig. 3B, element 100) show the temporary 
authorization by a client. Note also that credit access statutes 
allow consumers to opt out of data sharing arrangements. Again 
the access will be granted is a statement of possibility and not 
a positive limitation and therefore given little patentable 
weight. Given sufficient resources anything is possible. It 
would have been obvious to the person having ordinary skill in 
this art to provide a similar arrangement for French et al 
because the primary item of evidence contemplates different 
levels of access (that are based in practice on paid subscription 
levels) that are conventional functional equivalents with respect 
to the claim limitations. Regarding access requests limitations 
of claim 58, French et al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 
15, 31-39, and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 
21, lines 5-15) discloses a computer method for storing data 
concerning a consumer that can be accessed by a consumer 
including authentication of a user which has multiple levels of 
access which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations 
because the authorizations may be employed in any standard 



Serial Number: 10/007,785 22 
Art Unit: 3621 

network delivery manner. Regarding authorization limitations of 
claim 59, French et al (See abstract. Figs. 1-2, 6, 12, 14, 15, 
31-39, and 45 Col. 2, lines 30-65, Col. 3, lines 1-50, Col. 21, 
lines 5-15) discloses a computer method for storing data 
concerning a consumer that can be accessed by a consumer 
including authentication of a user which has multiple levels of 
access authorization which is a functional equivalent of the 
claim limitations. 



3. Claims 1-59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. . 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Certain claims (1, 3, 4, 12, 14, 15, 23, 25, 30, 31-33, 40, 
41, 49, 50, 57) contain the terms ''can be... will be may be... to be" 
which are not positive limitations. (See In re Collier, 158 USPQ 
266) It is not clear what is being claimed. The claims require 
only a possibility rather than an actual limitation. For example, 
anything is possible given sufficient time and resources. 

It is also noted that at least three separate inventions are 
being claimed. Applicants are requested to limit the claims to a 
more reasonable number involving a single invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed 
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to Salvatore Cangialosi at telephone number (703) 305-1837. The 
examiner can normally be reached 6:30 Am to 5:00 PM, Tuesday 
through Friday. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone 
are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, James Trammell, can 
be reached at (703) 305-9768. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patent and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to (703)872-9306 

Hand delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park 
V, 2451 Crystal Drive, Arlington, Virginia, Seventh 
Floor (Receptionist) . 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
Technology Center 3600 Customer Service Office whose telephone 
number is (703) 308-4177. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) 
system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
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